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on the law relating to insanity as affecting criminal
responsibility.

(8)  Ishan v. Beni (I. L. R. 24 Cal. 62) which
may be taken to have settled the meaning of the
term "representative" in sec. 244 of the Code of
Civil Procedure.

(9)  Bhiram AH v. Gopi (i C. W. N. 396 ; s. c.
I. L. R. 24 Cal. 355) which has an important bear-
ing on the law relating to the saleability in execu-
tion of occupancy holdings.

(10)  Hemadri v. Ramoni (I. L. R. 24 Cal. 575)
which recognised the right of a putnidar to have
a partition as against his zamindar,

(n) Jagannath v. Ranjit (I. L. R. 25 Cal. 354)
which places on record the view of the Calcutta
High Court regarding the application of arts. 118
and 119 of the Indian Limitation Act.

(12) Rai Charan v. Kumud (3 C. W. N. 409 :
s. c. I. L. R. 25 Cal. 571) which has an important
bearing on the doctrine relating to the concurrence
of jurisdiction in connection with the law of res

(13)  Kadambini v. Kali (2 C, W. N. 687 : s.c.
I. L. R. 26 Cal. 516) recognising easements arising
on a severance of tenements by partition.

(14)  Nisa Chand v. Kanchiram (3 C. W. N. 568 :
s* c. I. L. R. 26 Cal. 579) which express the view
adopted by the Calcutta High Court on the much
debated question  as to whether mere previous
possession for a period less than the statutory
period of 12 years is a sufficient basis for a suit
in ejectment/'